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no on cloture last night is because this 
is a time where we need all the an-
swers. This is an appointee whose 
record demonstrates that he may be 
dangerous for the Department of 
Labor, not positive for the Department 
of Labor. I think it is important, when 
used judiciously, we get all the answers 
people need to know so that when we 
vote to approve or to deny an ap-
pointee, it is based on all the facts— 
not based on intimidation but all the 
facts the American people deserve. 

For that reason, I will oppose the 
nomination today of Thomas Perez to 
be the Secretary of Labor for the 
United States of America. 

I yield back my time. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, 
today I would like to address two top-
ics. One is that within the hour Presi-
dent Obama is going to be delivering 
remarks about his health care law. I 
would like for all Americans to pay 
close attention to the President’s re-
marks and see if he continues to make 
promises he knows he cannot keep. 

Is he going to once again say that if 
you like what you have, you can keep 
it? Well, if so, we know that is not 
true. Just ask the unions that recently 
wrote a letter to Majority Leader REID 
and to NANCY PELOSI about how this 
law is not allowing them to keep the 
insurance they have. 

Is the President going to call it af-
fordable and say again that premiums 
will decrease by an average of $2,500 per 
family? Well, if so, we know that is not 
true. Just ask the folks in Ohio, where 
the average individual market health 
insurance premium in 2014 is going to 
cost about 88 percent more. 

Is the President going to say again 
that the law is working as it is sup-
posed to work? Well, if so, we know 
that is not true. Just ask the adminis-
tration why they decided to delay the 
disastrous employer mandate that is 
making it harder for employers to hire 
new workers and for Americans to find 
full-time jobs. 

Is the President going to say this law 
is good for young Americans? If so, we 
know that is not true. Just ask the 
young, healthy adults who will see in-
surance rates double or even triple 
when they look to buy individual cov-
erage starting next year. 

It is time for the President to level 
with the American people. This law has 
been bad for patients, it has been bad 
for providers—the people who take care 
of those patients, the nurses and the 

doctors—and it is terrible for tax-
payers. We need to repeal this law and 
replace it with real reforms that help 
Americans get the care they need from 
a doctor they choose, at lower cost. 

f 

MCCARTHY NOMINATION 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, the 
second topic I would like to address is 
the issue of energy and a national en-
ergy tax, which the President essen-
tially proposed in his June 25 speech. 
At that time he unveiled what I believe 
is a national energy tax that is going 
to discourage job creation and increase 
energy bills for American families. 

This announcement that he made 
about existing powerplants—existing 
powerplants—came after the adminis-
tration has already moved forward 
with excessive redtape that makes it 
harder and more expensive for America 
to produce energy. It also came as a 
complete surprise to Members of the 
Senate, especially since Gina McCar-
thy, the President’s nominee to lead 
the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy—a nominee whom we will be voting 
on today—since that nominee told Con-
gress that it was not going to happen. 
She is currently the Assistant Admin-
istrator of the Air and Radiation Office 
at the EPA. Here is what she told the 
Senate about regulations on existing 
powerplants, the ones the President 
talked about on June 25. She said: 

The agency is not currently developing any 
existing source greenhouse gas regulations 
for power plants. 

None. 
As a result we have performed no analysis 

that would identify specific health benefits 
from establishing an existing source pro-
gram. 

So I would say it is clear with Presi-
dent Obama’s June 25 announcement 
on existing powerplants that Gina 
McCarthy is either out of the loop or 
out of control. She either did not tell 
the truth to the Senate in confirma-
tion hearings in response to questions 
or she does not know what is going on 
in her own agency. Either way, she is 
not the person to lead the EPA. 

I would encourage all of my col-
leagues to oppose McCarthy in her 
nomination. This has nothing to do 
with ideology and everything to do 
with having an agency that is account-
able to the elected representatives of 
the American people. I believe this be-
havior is indicative of the way the EPA 
has been run during Gina McCarthy’s 
reign as an Assistant Administrator of 
the EPA. 

Many of my colleagues on the Senate 
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee have expressed concerns with 
the lack of transparency at this spe-
cific agency. One of the major areas of 
concern is the use of the so-called sue- 
and-settle tactics. This is where envi-
ronmental activist groups sue the EPA 
or they sue other Federal agencies to 
make policy. Often, they find like- 
minded colleagues and allies in the 
EPA. Here is how it works. If environ-

mental activists want to impose new 
restrictions on, say, farms, it is easy to 
sue the government to impose those re-
strictions. At the EPA, rather than 
fight the restrictions, they agree to 
this and they say: OK. We will do a 
court settlement. The EPA does not 
contest the new restrictions because 
the EPA wanted them in the first 
place. The agency just did not want to 
have to go through a lengthy rule-
making process with public comments 
in the light of day. The judge signs off 
on the agreement, and in a matter of 
weeks the law is made. 

So I asked the nominee in writing: 
Do you believe sue-and-settle agree-
ments are an open and transparent way 
to make public policy that signifi-
cantly impacts Americans? 

She stated in her answer: 
I recognize that this committee has fo-

cused many of its questions on EPA settle-
ment practices and, if confirmed, I commit 
to learning more— 

Learning more— 
about the Agency’s practices in settling 

litigation across its program areas. 

Well, some of the most egregious sue- 
and-settle agreements have dealt with 
the Clean Air Act, and she has been in 
charge of the air office at EPA for al-
most all of President Obama’s first 
term. I find it very difficult to believe 
she did not know what was going on. In 
fact, in answering my next question to 
her—I asked: Do you believe States and 
communities impacted by sue-and-set-
tle agreements should have a say in 
court agreements that might severely 
impact them—she said: 

[M]ost litigation against EPA arises under 
the Clean Air Act. . . . 

Of course. So my question is, either 
she knew what was going on with re-
gard to the Clean Air Act lawsuits 
against the Agency, the area that she 
completely was in control of, or she 
does not know what is going on in her 
own department. Once again, either 
way, such a person should not be con-
firmed to be in charge of the entire 
EPA. 

As most folks know, my home State, 
Wyoming, is a coal State. The adminis-
tration has actively sought to elimi-
nate this industry from the American 
economy. It is no surprise to some that 
many of us coal-State colleagues fight 
vigorously to oppose the President’s 
anti-coal policies. Ms. McCarthy has 
been the President’s field general in 
implementing these policies. These 
policies greatly affect families all 
across Wyoming and across the coun-
try. So even though I strongly oppose 
these policies, I still wanted to meet 
with the nominee so I could explain to 
her how this administration’s policies 
are hurting real people in my home 
State and across the country. 

I believed if we had a face-to-face 
meeting I might be able to convince 
her to alter or alleviate the worst im-
pact of the policies pursued by this ad-
ministration through the EPA. In that 
personal meeting with me, the nominee 
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